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1. Applicant's election without traverse of claims 1-17 in 

Paper No. 6 is acknowledged. 

2. The drawings are objected to because Figure 3 fails to 
clearly illustrate a critical element of the invention, namely 
the fact that silicone based adhesive 3 bonds the fluororesin 
film 4 to the metal plate 21. Correction is required. 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 

to "hich it pertains or wxthwhxch rt^ ^^^^^ ^^^^^ 

~.sfnoll contemplated by the Inventor of carryrng 
out his invention. 
4. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first 
paragraph, as based on a disclosure which is not enabling. More 
particularly, the claims, particularly claims 1 and 11 fail to 
properly set forth the disclosed basic structure of the "peeling 
sheet" of the invention. The proper structure is believed to be 
a fluororesin film adhered to a metal plate through utilization 
of a silicone based adhesive, which Is clearly a critical or 
essential to the practice of the invention, but not included in 
the claim(s, is not enabled by the disclosure. See In re Mayhem, 
527 F.2d 1229, 188 OSPQ 356 (CCPA 1976). See, e.g., page 9, 
lines 14-17 and Example 2. 
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5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 

35 U.S.C. § 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more 

as his invention. 

6. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. More particularly, applicant's claims, 
particularly claims 1 and 11 which set forth the basic structure 
of the peeling sheet are vague, indefinite and confusing in their 
present form. The Examiner suggests that the last three lines of 
claim 1 be amended to read as follows: "a fluororesin film 
adhered with a silicone based adhesive to a portion of the metal 
plate where the metal plate is at least contacted with or 
adjacent to the roller." In claims 2 and 12, line 3 of each, the 
word "essentially" should be deleted from the Markush language, 
in claims 6 and 16 the word "silicon" should be --silicone--. 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 

this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention 
IS^ot^^dSStically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences 
StwSen tte subject .attar sought to be PJ""t-^/f 
t-v.^ r.r-ior art are such that the subject matter as a 
l^ir.llA h.^e been obvious at the ti™e the .nvent.on 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the arc 


# 
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to which said subject matter pertains Patentability 
ihaU Sot 5e negatived by the manner xn whxch the 
invention was made. 
8. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over applicant's admissions regarding the 
prior art as set forth in either Japanese Laid-Open Patent 
Publication NO. 59-188681 or Japanese Laid-Open Patent 
Publication NO. 11-184300 (a complete translation of which has 
been obtained) as set forth in the specification at pages 2, 3 
and 4 of the specification taken either individually, or in view 
of either Lin et al . or Kobori . Applicant appears to admit in 
his discussion of the prior art that his essential claimed 
structure as set forth in independent claim 1 and dependent claim 
11 is essentially well known except for the utilization of a 
silicone based adhesive to adhere the fluororesin film 4 to the 
metal plate 2. However, the Examiner believes that the 
utilization of silicone based adhesives is widely known in 
environments where they are exposed to high temperatures and 
excessive wear environments. Alternatively, the secondary 
references each disclose (note particularly Lin et al . , column 1, 
lines 40-47, column 2 lines 1-49, column 5 line 63 - column 6 
line 12, column 7 lines 48-52; Kobori, column 1 lines 25-29, 
column 2 line 18 - column 3 line 4, column 6 lines 3-8, Example 
1, Table 1, claims 7 and 9) the utilization of silicone based 
adhesives in high temperature environments where they are 
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required to adhere fluorine containing polymers such as 
polytetraEluoroethylene and/or metallic foils (Kobori, column . 
Unes 3-8, or such coated substrates as metals or fluorocarbon 
polymers such as polytetrafluoroethylene and polyvinyl fluor.de 
<Un et al.. column 5 line 63 - column 6 line 5) together, 
accordingly, one of ordinary s.ill, motivated by an expectation 
of improved adhesive performance in high temperature environments 
would utilize a silicone based adhesive as taught by each of the 
secondary references as the bonding element in each of the 
reference structures which applicant admits are taown in hxs 
specification and thereby either form, or clearly render obvious, 
the claimed genus of •■peeling sheets- and "peeling meters-. 
With respect to the dependent claims not encompassed by the above 
analysis, the particular claimed thickness range as set forth in 
claims 3 and 13 is believed to be an obvious optimization for one 
Of ordinary skill, and utilization of surface treated fluororesin 
films and laser spot welding is also believed to be, .£ not 
either expressly or inherently disclosed, an obvious modification 
to one of ordinary skill, in the absence of unexpected results. 

9 The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Note also Uehara 
et al. and applicant's patent application publication 
2002/0031648A1. 
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10 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communication, from the examiner shouia be airecte. to Oaniel 
.,..er Whose telephone number is ,703, 303-0031. The examrner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from S:30 .... to e,00 
p « The examiner can also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner^s supervisor, Terrel Morris, can be 
.eached on ,,03, 30S-..1.. The fax phone number for this .roup 

is (703) 872-9310. 

inc^iry of a general nature or relating to the 
..atus of this application or proceeding should be directed to 
.he croup receptionist whose telephone number is ,703, 30S-0SS1. 
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